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Notes for AO- for thought, not unauthenticated use 2/28/73 HW 

One of the consistencies in the long, long accounts I’Ve gotten from DT is in the 
eagued descriptions of "them", meaning fed and in this case CIA. It has long been clear 
she had accurate and detailed knowledge for which no easy and acceptable explanation 
has been available. Recently she has twice given me consistent explanations of her 
connection, one of friendship with an as-yet unnamed nan. She has given me a nickname. 

She has given me identical explanations of the location and a scene, once in an 
emotional letter and once in a more emotional phone call. She first told me the location 
almost five years ago. I checked it and it could not more perfectly fit. I have pictures. 
Other things confirm this and he being in it. 

She says the was there when the news broke, I think she said on TV. Judging from 
the time it made radio news up here, unless it was a special broadcast, that would have 
been the evening news. The time is not that material. Her description of the scene may be. 

She says that when they heard of the Garrison investigation there was consternation. 
For thinking, let us take that at face value: there was no advance CIA knowledge of the 
"probe". It was then three months old. t is not possible that the FBI did not know about 
it. This would mean they hadn t told the CIA. That night have caused the commotion, hut 
I don t think so. Garrison had questioned i'BI informants. I can*t imagine them not saying 
anything/ to the FBI. 

But the real question is why should the clandestine N.O. office of the CIA (as 
distinguished from the listed office) have any concern about any re-investigation of the 
JFK assassination? 

The first probable answer is because it knew of a CIA connection. For beginners, I 
omit Shaw. Connection of any kind with the assassination means with Oswald, with those 
who were associated with M a r an . any way, of |5rom knowledge of the real story, other 
than the official one 0 

For consternation to be immediate, I think it Ms to relate to the official story. 
This, in some way to Oswald, directly or indirectly. 

This is not to say that he was some kind of real CIA agent but it is to suggest some 
kind of connection as some kind of informant. Or a student observer to report observations 
on rdturn kind of thing. There si some of what I think probably along this in 0 in NO. 
One of the serious omissions there, and not because I didn.’.t know about it but because 
in haste I forgot* is the absence of any CIA debriefing on his return. That never happened. 
Sven such anti-CIAs as Felix Greene were debriefed, and he gave ae a lucid and laughably 
rediculous account of how they treated him. finally had to tell them what questions 
to ask him, and I believe him.But there is no available record of any LEO debriefing. 

He left ffirom N.O. at the height of the cold war and CIA’s hot intelligence war. 

Maybe leaving from N.O. was accidental, but it would have been faster if he’d left from 
some east-coast port, and the difference in cost would not have been great had he gone 
fromTexas by bus. If it is by no means clear, there is a possible inference that hi 3 
connection, bureaucratically, wa with the N.O. office. There was no time for a NYC 
debriefing and if he had a connection, I think it most likely he would have been debriefed 
by his connection. That he was not debriefed is not at all likely. Moreover, he was known 
to be the opposite of the official representation, both anti Soviet and anti-Commuaist, so 
there would have been no apprehension about a debriefing, not that it was a hindrance 
with such knowns and articulates as Greene. 

Connections of others with him have to be conjectural and are less likely to have 
caused concern in the N.O. office. 

Of Shaw she said that Russo made the whole thing up on his own and tliat other wrong- 
doing by Shaw wan known. This, she said, included the misuse of his position at the ITM 
and real-estate deals. (it did not prime her for me to make reference to Cobb in this 
connection.) However, Shaw’s innocence of JG&s charges is not in itself enough to explain 
the apparent official interest in his behalf or to put it another way, against Garrison’s 
"probe". Any CIA activity of this sort has to be extremely suspect. One of the possible 
explanations is taking the CIA-LHO connection one added steps and giving an LHO-Shaw 
complexion. There are non-Garrison reasons for believing this to be the case. 



